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DETAILED ACTION 

Response to Arguments 

1 . Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-11, 1 3-26 have been considered 
but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

3. Claims 1-4, 7, 10-12, 16-20, 22 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Hicks, III et al. (US 2004/0261 1 12) in view of Baron et al. (US 
2005/0262537). 

Claim 1, Hicks teaches an apparatus comprising: 

• a digital display monitor module (40) having a display device (paragraph [0042]); and 

• an interactive network module (BMG, 100) that removably (BMG is a component which may be 
disconnected) interfaces with the digital display monitor module (fig. 1; paragraphs [0036], [0042], 
[0043]), 

• the interactive network module (100) comprising an input interface (300) and a programmable 
conditional access system (through smart card technology) to enable conditional access to at least 
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one premium television service (pay-per-view, on demand, etc.) received by the input interface, 
(cable, DBS, etc) (paragraphs [0021], [0032], [0037], [0046], [0053]). 
Hicks is silent regarding an apparatus comprising: 

• wherein the PCAS is programmable by conditional access data sent by a signal from a service 
provider. 

Baron teaches an apparatus comprising: 

• wherein the PCAS (fig. 29) is programmable by conditional access data (working keys) sent by a 
signal from a service provider (headend) paragraphs [0197]-[0199]). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to have provided CA data from the headend for use with a 
smart card as taught by Baron to the system utilizing a smart card to allow for a security 
upgrade (paragraphs [0200]-[0201]). 

Claim 2, Hicks teaches the apparatus of claim 1 wherein the digital display 
monitor module comprises a plurality of common interactive network module interfaces 
(interfaces for particular service providers), and wherein the interactive network module 
(BMG) interfaces with one of the common interactive network module interfaces (cable, 
DBS, etc.) (paragraph [0037]). 

Claim 3, Hicks teaches the apparatus of claim 1 wherein the interactive network 
module comprises a demodulator (102) to demodulate digital television signals, 
including the at least one premium television service (pay per view), received by the 
input interface (fig. 1; paragraph [0053]). 
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Claim 4, Hicks teaches the apparatus of claim 3 wherein the demodulator 
comprises a cable television signal demodulator (123) (figs. 1, 2; paragraph [0037]). 

Claim 7, Hicks teaches the apparatus of claim 3 wherein the demodulator 
comprises a direct broadcast satellite signal demodulator (123) (figs. 1,2; paragraph 
[0037]). 

Claim 10, Hicks teaches the apparatus of claim 3 further comprising a digital 
television decoder (126) to decode demodulated digital television signals from the 
demodulator (figs. 1,2; paragraph [0042]). 

Claim 1 1 , Hicks teaches the apparatus of claim 1 0 wherein the digital television 
decoder comprises an MPEG decoder (paragraph [0039]). 

Claim 1 2, Hicks teaches the apparatus of claim 1 1 wherein the MPEG decoder 
comprises an MPEG-2 decoder (paragraph [0039]). 

Claim 16, Hicks teaches the apparatus of claim 1 wherein the interactive network 
module comprises a multicast-enabled device to extract digital television signals, 
including the at least one premium television service, received by the input interface. 
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Claim 17, Hicks teaches the apparatus of claim 1 wherein the interactive network 
module further comprises a storage device to provide a personal video recording 
feature (paragraph [0036]). 

Claim 18, Hicks teaches the apparatus of claim 1 wherein the programmable 
conditional access system provides digital rights management (encryption, smart card) 
programmable by the at least two different service providers (cable, DBS, etc.) 
(paragraphs [0021], [0037], [0053], [0063]). 

Claim 19, Hicks teaches the apparatus of claim 1 wherein the input interface 
comprises a cable television signal interface, and wherein the service provider is a 
cable television service provider (paragraph [0037]). The tuner can be coupled to a 
CATV system. Therefore, a CATV transmission system is within the scope of Hicks. 

Claim 20, Hicks teaches the apparatus of claim 1 wherein the input interface 
comprises DBS signal interface, and wherein the service provider is a DBS service 
provider (paragraph [0037]). The tuner can be coupled to a DBS system. Therefore, a 
DBS transmission system is within the scope of Hicks. 

Claim 22, Hicks teaches the apparatus of claim 1 wherein the input interface 
(smart card) (paragraph [0053]). 
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Baron teaches a network interface to receive the signal from the service provider 
paragraphs [0197]-[0199]). 

4. Claims 5-6, 14-15, 23 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Hicks, III et al. (US 2004/0261112) in view of Baron et al. (US 2005/0262537), and 
further in view of Hunter (US 7254828). 

Claims 5 and 15, Hicks, Baron are silent regarding the apparatus wherein the 
cable television signal demodulator comprises a quadrature amplitude modulation 
demodulator. 

Hunter teaches the apparatus wherein the cable television signal demodulator 
comprises a quadrature amplitude modulation demodulator (col. 6, lines 30-48). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to have provided different modulation schemes (i.e. QAM) 
as taught by Hunter to the modulator of Hicks, Baron to comply with a particular 
television standard (i.e. NTSC) (col. 6, lines 45-48). 

Claim 6, Hunter teaches the apparatus wherein the cable television signal 
demodulator comprises a vestigial sideband (VSB) demodulator (col. 6, lines 30-48). 
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Claim 14, Hunter teaches the apparatus wherein the interactive network module 
further comprises a modulator to modulate decoded digital television signals from the 
digital television decoder into an analog, NTSC format (col. 6, lines 30-48). 

Claim 23 is analyzed as a combination of claims 1 , 5-6, and 1 9. Hicks discloses 
"Tuner/demodulator can be coupled to one or more of a plurality of multimedia 
transmission systems" (Emphasis added). This is analyzed a plurality of cable 
television transmission systems. 

5. Claims 8-9, 24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Hicks, III etal. (US 2004/0261112) in view of Baron etal. (US 2005/0262537), and 
further in view of Mears et al. (US 6707508). 

Claim 8, Hicks, Baron are silent regarding the apparatus wherein the direct 
broadcast satellite signal demodulator comprises a quaternary phase shift keying 
(QPSK) demodulator. 

Mears teaches the apparatus wherein the direct broadcast satellite signal 
demodulator comprises a quaternary phase shift keying (QPSK) demodulator (col. 3, 
lines 18-33). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to have provided different modulation schemes (i.e. 
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QPSK) as taught by Mears to the modulator of Hicks, Baron to comply with a particular 
television standard (i.e. ATSC) (col. 3, lines 18-33). 

Claim 9, Mears teaches the apparatus wherein the direct broadcast satellite 
signal demodulator comprises a vestigial sideband (VSB) demodulator (col. 3, lines 18- 
33). 

Claim 24 is analyzed as a combination of claims 1 , 8-9, and 20. Hicks discloses 
"Tuner/demodulator can be coupled to one or more of a plurality of multimedia 
transmission systems" (Emphasis added). This is analyzed a plurality of DBS 
transmission systems. 

6. Claim 13 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Hicks, III 
et al. (US 2004/0261 1 12) in view of Baron et al. (US 2005/0262537), and further in view 
of Smith etal. (US 2004/0133914). 

Claim 13, Hicks, Baron are silent regarding the apparatus wherein the digital 
television decoder comprises an H.264 AVC decoder. 

Smith teaches the apparatus wherein the digital television decoder comprises an 
H.264 AVC decoder (paragraph [0036]). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to have provided a decoder for various codecs (i.e. H.264) 
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as taught by Smith to the decoder of Hicks, 
formats of media (paragraph [0036]). 
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Baron in order to be compatible with many 



7. Claims 21 , 25 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being unpatentable over 
Hicks, III etal. (US 2004/0261112) in view of Baron etal. (US 2005/0262537), and 
further in view of Hamilton et al. (US 2002/0087973). 

Hicks, Baron are silent regarding the apparatus wherein the input interface 
comprises a digital switched video network interface. 

Hamilton teaches the apparatus wherein the input interface comprises a digital 
switched video network interface (SDV) (paragraphs [0004], [0008]). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to have provided an a SDV interface as taught by 
Hamiltion to the interfaces that are compatible in the system of Hicks, Baron to support 
high speed digital subscriber lines (paragraph [0004]). 

Claim 25, note the discussion of claims 1 and 21 above. Hicks discloses 
"Tuner/demodulator can be coupled to one or more of a plurality of multimedia 
transmission systems" (Emphasis added). This is analyzed a plurality of a single type of 
transmission system. 

Hamilton teaches the interactive network module comprising: 
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• a multicast-enabled device (STB) to extract digital television signals, including a premium television 
service (subscriber request), received by the digital switched video network interface (SDV) 
(paragraph [0004]). 

8. Claim 26 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Hicks, III 
et al. (US 2004/0261 1 12) in view of Baron et al. (US 2005/0262537), and further in view 
of Nelger et al. (US 2003/0005435). 

Hicks, Baron are not entirely clear on wherein the PCAS is re-programmable by 
different CA data sent from a different device provider. 

Nelger teaches wherein the PCAS is re-programmable by different CA data sent 
from a different device provider (paragraph [0033]). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to have provided CA data programming for diffeent 
providers as taught by Nelger to the system of Hicks, Baron to allow users to have 
individualized ECMs (paragraph [0033]). 

Conclusion 

9. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See M PEP 

§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 
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A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

Inquiries 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to MUSHFIKH ALAM whose telephone number is 
(571)270-1710. The examiner can normally be reached on Mon-Fri: 8:30-18:00 EST. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Vivek Srivastava can be reached on (571) 272-7304. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 
273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/Mushfikh Alam/ 
Examiner, Art Unit 2426 
3/20/2009 

A/IVEK SRIVASTAVA/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2426 



